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MEMORANDUM

Moore, J.

This matter is before the Court on Coral World (V.I1.),
Inc.'s ["Coral Wbrld"] notion to reconsider the Court's
Menor andum and Order of July 13, 1999, granting summary judgnment
to St. Paul Lines Insurance Conpany’s ["St. Paul"], and on St.
Paul's notion for taxation of costs and fees. Because Coral
Wrl d s argunents offer nothing newin the way of evidence or
argunents, the Court will deny the notion to reconsider.

Further, the Court will grant in part St. Paul's notion for costs
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and f ees.

A Motion to Reconsi der

"A nmotion for reconsideration serves to 'correct nanifest
errors of law or fact or to present newly discovered evidence."'"
See Bl uebeard's Castle, Inc. v. Delmar Mtg., Inc., 32 V.l. 278,
284 (D.V.I. 1995) (quoting Harsco v. Zlotnicki, 779 F.2d 906, 909
(3d Gr. 1985)). "Manifest" neans "obvious to the understanding,
evident to the mnd." See BLACK' s LawDicrionary at 962 (6th ed.
1991). Coral Wirld' s notion contains no allegations of newWy
di scovered evidence or nmanifest errors of fact or law. It does
make nunerous allegations that the Court "ignores the facts," and
"ignores the law, " but the sheer nunber of these allegations
obscures and belies any manifestness in Coral Wrld' s clains.

It seens, instead, that Coral World' s notion for
reconsi deration nerely reargues the original notion and cross-
notion for sunmmary judgnent. "'[Njeither Rule 59 nor a Rule 60
notion provides the proper vehicle for rehashing old argunents.'”
See Bl uebeard's Castle, 32 V.I. at 279 (quoting Resol ution Trust
Corp. v. Holnes, 846 F. Supp. 1310 (S.D. Tex. 1994)). The Court

will deny the notion for reconsideration.

B. Mbtion for Taxation of Costs and Fees
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St. Paul seeks to recover fees and costs as a prevailing
party. In all, it seeks to recover $13,003.30 in costs and
$76,051.25 in attorneys' fees. Coral Wrld has not opposed the
not i on.

1. Cost s

Under the Virgin Islands Code, a court may award a
prevailing party in a civil action costs in prosecuting or
def endi ng an action, including:

(1) Fees of officers, wtnesses, and jurors;

(2) Necessary expenses of taking depositions which were

reasonably necessary in the action;

(3) Expenses of publication of the summobns or notices,

and the postage when they are served by mail;

(4) Conpensation of a master as provided in Rule 53 of

t he Federal Rules of G vil Procedure;

(5) Necessary expense of copying any public record,

book, or document used as evidence on [sic] the trial;

and

(6) Attorney's fees as provided in subsection (b) of

this section.

V.I. Copoe ANN. tit. 5, 8 541(a). Most of the costs St. Paul seeks
to recover are travel expenses associated wth depositions.

Al t hough section 541(a)(2) generally permts recovery for
necessary costs associated with depositions, it does not include
travel costs, and the Court will deny any recovery for travel
costs. See Jo-Ann's Launder Cr., Inc. v. Chase Manhattan Bank,
31 V.1. 226, 236 (D.V.1. 1995) (quoting Hensley v. Eckerhart, 461
U S. 424 (1983)) ("travel costs for taking depositions are not

recover abl e absent special circunmstances”). The renninder of St.
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Paul 's costs are reinbursable. Accordingly, St. Paul wll be
granted $5,047.29 in costs: the requested amount of $13, 003. 30,
| ess travel related expenses of $7,956. 01.

2. Attorney's Fees

In addition to costs, the Court nay award attorneys' fees to
the prevailing party. 5 V.1.C. 8§ 541(b) ("The measure and node
of conpensation of attorneys . . . shall be allowed to the
prevailing party in the judgnment such suns as the court inits
di scretion may fix by way of indemity for his attorney's fees in
mai ntai ning the action or defenses thereto; . . . ."). The
deci si on of whether and to what extent fees should be awarded is
within the court's discretion. 1Id.; see also Jo-Ann's Launder
Ctr., 31 V.1. at 233. St. Paul seeks reinbursenent for 385.1
hours of tine expended by its attorney, R Eric More ($200/hr),
and two other individuals, FGQ ($150/hr) and MIM ($75/ hr), whose
occupations are not stated in St. Paul's affidavit for costs and
attorneys' fees, but whose hourly rates correlate to a statenent
in the affidavit that "the hourly billing rate . . . was .
$150. 00 for associates, and $75.00 for paralegals." (See Aff.
Costs and Att'ys' Fees at 15). Because St. Paul has advanced no
authority for the inclusion of paral egal fees, the Court will not
award fees for the paralegal, "MM"

In determning the "lodestar,” or initial valuation of an
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attorney's services, the Court will consider the nunber of hours
spent on the case and the reasonable hourly rate. The Court's
"assessnment of the reasonabl e nunber of hours expended nust focus
on 'the significance of the overall relief obtained by the
plaintiff in relation to the hours reasonably expended on the
l[itigation.'" Jo-Ann's Launder Cr., 31 V.l. at 234 (quoting
Hensl ey v. Eckerhart, 461 U S. 424 (1983)). In this matter, St.
Paul sought and received sunmary judgnment in its favor. Many

| egal services performed substantially contributed to the
eventual outcome, to wit, dismssal of St. Paul fromthe case.

O hers, however, which involved St. Paul's third-party conpl aint
were not related to the sunmary judgnment notion and cross-notion.
Accordingly, the Court wll exercise its discretion and reduce
the award of fees by one-half. See Jo-Ann's Launder Cr., 31
V.I. at 235 (reducing award for fees by percent of |egal services
not contributing to final outcone).

Further, several of the entries on the affidavit conbine
"preparation for" and "travel to" on a single line. St. Pau
presents no authority for awardi ng attorneys' fees for their
travel tinme, therefore, the Court will again exercise its
di scretion and hal ve the anounts contained in these entries.

St. Paul requested $76,051.25 is attorneys' fees. The Court

will first deduct the fees of paralegals ($198.75) to arrive at
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$75,852.50 in attorneys' fees. The Court will reduce this by
one-hal f the total anount contained in entries which conbine
travel with other services (one-half of $29,000), |eaving
$61,352.5. The Court will finally reduce this sumby one-half to
account for tine spent pursuing the third-party conplaint,

| eavi ng $30,676.25 in attorneys' fees, which it will award to St.

Paul .*

ENTERED t his 15th day of Septenber 2000.

FOR THE COURT:

/s/
Thomas K. Mbore
D strict Judge

1 The Court will not adjust this "lodestar" amunt upward or
downward based on the contingent nature of St. Paul's success and the quality
of counsel's work. This matter was not unusually conplicated, and the roughly
$30, 000 awarded i s adequate conpensation for counsel's work
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ORDER
Moore, J.
THI'S MATTER canme before the Court on the foll ow ng notions:
(1) Coral World' s notion for reconsideration, and (2) St. Paul's
notion for taxation of costs and fees.
For the reasons disclosed in the Menorandum Opi ni on of even

date, it is hereby

ORDERED that Coral Wrld's notion for reconsideration is
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DENIED; it is further

ORDERED t hat St.

Paul's notion for costs and fees is GRANTED

in the anobunt of $7,956.01 in costs, and $30,676.25 in attorneys'

f ees.

ENTERED this 15th day of Septenber 2000.

ATTEST:
ORI NN ARNOLD
Clerk of the Court

By:

Deputy O erk

FOR THE COURT:

/sl
Thomas K. Moore
District Judge

Copi es to:

Hon. G W Barnard

Samuel H Hall, Jr., Esq.
Eri k E. Wodbury, Esq.
Susan Bruch Mor head, Esqg.
St ephen C. Cunni ngham Esq.
M's. Trotnman

Jeffrey H Jordan



